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disclose to b£: a condition dependent upon cancer. Applicants respectfully subnut that the 
assumptions underlying this rejection are iimfficiently supported. 

Robi ns Teaches Away Prom Th ^ aimed faventinr, . Robbins suggests that TNF- 
alpba, LI, ;*d/or IFN-gamma are responsible for mediating cancer cachexia (p 295 left 
column). TWore, one of ordinary skill following the teaching of the prior art would have 
been led in fl, B direction of an anti-TNF, a ,ti-IL-l, or anti-IFN antibody rather than an anti- 
IL-6R anybody. One certainly would not have expected to be able to treat cachexia with anti- 
IL-6R m view of me teachings of Robbhx, that "[ojmer cytokines, such as IL-1 and IFN- 
feamma], synsrgize with TNF-falpha], and the possibility exists that several soluble factors 
collaborate in contributing to malnutrition in cancer patients" (p age 295, left column) 

— RefereDCeS <™<**™1 F,i! T^ch One Of cm, ^ y 

^^^^^ 

^ectedjoj fave A n Effect On rvftnrh. Suzuki, at best, establishes that certain anti-H, 
6R anybodies can be used to "block myxoma cell proliferation in Ww » ^ 1999 rignt 
column) (emp^is supplied). Sato shows mat reshaped anti-IL-6R antibody inhibit, myeloma 
cell growth vitro. Neither Suzuki nor Sato teach or suggest that anti-IL-6R antibody has an 
etfect strong enough and early enough to have an appreciable impact on cachexia The 
secondary reduces further establish this point. Though the secondary references do teach 
that cachexia ie sults from cancer, the rejection fails to show any prior art teaching that cancer 
underlymg alexia can be eliminated or r,duced to a level sufficient to treat the cachexia 
As mentioned. SuzuM states that anti-IL-6R antibody blocked proliferation of myeloma ceHs 
but not that myeloma cells aheady present could be eliminated or substantially eliminated 
from the bod> . I s simply arresting the prohferation of my eloma cells (as taught by Suzuki 
and Sato) encugh to treat cachexia? According to Robbins, the answer is W because 
cachexaa will continue to be caused by the cancer cells already present in the body (p 295 
left column). This conclusion becomes stronger when one considers that cachexia does not 
become appar^t until cancer has advanced, so a medical practitioner would not begin to treat 
caches until there was a significant am.** of cancer cells already present. Thus the 
references collectively fail to teach one of ordinary skill in the art whether an anti^-6R 
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auubody has . strong enough effect on cancer at die advanced ^ ^ „. „ 

would reason^ be expect to have « appreciable effect on cachexia 

^^teisesjife^^ 

That Cancfr i -jj fie Tr.-at-t ft , n.„ is— auscess 

that anti n «^T^ JaJJ^FffSLIJace. Apphcane submit herewim data showing 

* « would « have reasonably e^ , he ab,e to treat cancer, then one coTno. hav! 

liad a reasonable expectation of succp« in ^ ^ 

^cvumon oi success in Hating cancer cachexia 

of fcepresenay cfcuned invention „ applicams , ^ ^ 

«- when it has no effect on the ::ancer causing the cached ^ „ 
"-pccfcd ^.-en tha, Kobbins m ^ ' 

fe; ^ cancer cached rather tba, At ae ^ „ f ^ " 

Thatefae. even if it ^ d ^ ^ to treat cachexia by treating J 
wim anu-^oR anobc^y, the rejection would soil bc ^ by 
applicants' showing of imexpecttd results. 

Acco,din gI y, withdrawal of the rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) is requested. 

2 - Disclosure n f Relate. A r p i^ ri „ n 

Applets wish to disclose a related ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 



Con clusion 



Apphcsnts respectful* request entry of this proposed amendment. In.ightofthe 
fcregomg amendments and remarfc, app, lcaiB5 ^ ^ „, ^ ^ 

allowance, and they solicit an early indication ,o tha, effect, fc me even, that any issues 
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remain, the Eceunmer is invited to contact the undersigned 

below. 



at the telephone number listed 



Respectfully submitted, 



Jan uary 31, 20 30 
Date 



FOLEY & LAiXDNER 
Suite 500 

3000 K Street, N.W. 
Washington, DC 20007-5109 
(202) 672-5300 




Stepfien B. Maebius 
Reg. No. 35,264 
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